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REMARKS 

s i t'tat it ! < uce oi liv a o\e-n er ii ed appl cut 
requested. Upon entry of this Amendment, claims i~l4 will be pending. 

Claims \, 2 and 4-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
published U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0171746 to Stephany et al. in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6.907,136 to Shigemori, Also, claims 3 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
iOMf 1 '\ . i oiM i . At.ptaep 1M 1 vi.t tn funhu view of 1 S I'm m No 
5,923,380 to Yang et at These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Specifically, as discussed in more detail below, Applicant respectfully submits that as 
admitted by the Examiner, the Stephany reference fails to teach or suggest a method tor 
capturing images that includes the steps of displaying a "detection area" adjacent to a 
reference outline, and detecting the outline of a figure within the detection area. Also, 
Applicant further submits that the Shigemori reference does not teach a "detection area- 
adjacent to a reference outline, but rather, at best teaches displaying a rectangular mark that 
can be used to cut out a square image containing the face of an image of a person. 
Furthermore, this rectangular mark is not used to detect the outline of a figure, but rather, is 
manually sized appropriately about the face of an existing image to cut out a smaller image 
containing the face. In other words, in Shigemori. the square image is used to manipulate an 
muge not Li dch-ct 0 e oath ie oi an image. Accordingly, the Shigemori reference does not 
make up for the deficiencies in the teachings of the Stephany reference. The Yang reference 
v , u , .l , wpiat ng e .. .no i an image, but does not teach or suoceo tiie esc I 
u i ! uj^ iii a i t s v f u o uhtsnifievi'i 

for the deficiencies in the teachings of the Stephany and Shigemori references. 

The claimed embodiments of the present invention, ami further details of the 
teachings of the cited references, will now be discussed. 

v \ < i thiwughoi he pK^ersi apob ti e n i i 1 e * the 

present invention provide a method for controlling operation of a digital camera to take an 
raph. A ) in F \ 1 ime.FR and a 

Jne iu \ I en it i _ 1 i > g i N e*. i . ! < m ' 

adjusted as shown in FIGs. 6B and 6C to match the reference outline with the image. A 
photograph of the image can be taken, and as shown in FIG. 60, a detection area DA can be 
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displayed around me reference outline, An outline of the image can thus be detected in the 
detection area DA. 

The above features are recited in independent claims 1 and 10, Independent claim 10 
recites further steps, such as allowing a user to input specifications corresponding to type of 
frame and reference outline for the identification photograph, allowing the user to aim the 

came a ant set the zoom ' airun ea, 

' ! j t urn ea of the photographed i th respe< s 

in 1 \v t na > <J ~ot i , ^ it < 1 i tt < n pi mrpn n u. 1 Vkd m a. 

area. 

IIS \ ! < v i > n_ , iO + lt 

template foi an image capture device, in particular, the Stephany reference teaches a digital 
camera 10 including an image display 20 on which a template 24 can be displayed. As 
described in paragraph 0034, the template 24 is used to assist the photographer in framing the 
subject, to capture the image of the subject. 

As discussed above, and as admitted by the Examiner, die Ste? I a n s< ference tails to 
teach or suggest a method for capturing images that includes the steps of displaying a 
"detection area" adjacent to a reference outline, and detecting the outline of a figure within 
the detection area. Nevertheless, the Examiner contends thai the Shigemori reference teaches 
a "detection area/' and .farther contends that one skilled in the art would have found it 
obvious in view oi these teachings to rnodif) the camera 10 taught b\ the Stephasp reference 
to use a detection area as recited in independent claims 1 and 10 of the present application. 
Applicant, respectfully disagrees. 

The Shigemori reference teaches m image processing apparatus and method that is 
capable of catting out an area of Interest (e.g., the face) from the image of a person. As 
es ohtran 2, line 5 1 1 is i > in 1 f th >hig ft i 

m s in i i < > lay device 5, and iser c mat t th t rectangle 

mark to designate the size of the area of interest to be cut out of the image. Hven assuming, 
br ] iosl-s oi th u -s that he ea of mt vton ends t>< a ik ct os i c 
nowhere does the Shigemori reference teach or suggest that the rectangular mark defining the 
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area t inte t is used to me of a figure. Rather, a ! tangu 

mark appropriately about the face of a known image to cut out the area of interest containing 
the race. Again, in Shigemori. the square image is used to .manipulate a larger image, not to 
dated the outline of an image. 

Accordingly, Applicant resp ttu i inn i ! sings >f the Sb.iger.no v e f c 

fail to make up foi tin deficiencies in the teachings of the Stephan> reference to have 
rendered obvious even the embodiment of the present invention as recited in rejected 
independent claim 3. Accordingly, independent claim A and all of dependent claims 2-9, 
should be allowable over this combination of references. 

In addition, dependent claims 11 and 12 are being added to further define the 
detecting step and the detection area. It is believed that these claims are allowable, at least by 
then' c lim t. Also, a is believed that none of the cited 

references teaches or suggests the specifics of the detecting step, nor the relationship between 
the detection area and the reference outline, as defined in these claims. 

The 35 U.S. ( § 1 she ff nns 3 and' 10 

In this rejection, the Examiner relies on the Stephany and Shigemori references for 
reasons similar to those with, regard to the rejection of claim 1 . However, the Examiner 
admits that these references fail to teach or suggest inserting a background image in the 

eleted ha oond at Nevenhei r this feature i <- teachi 

oi the *s cm; -eki-mci, and contends that mrc skilled tit tiro ait woAd have found it obvious to 
1 < e fy the Stephai tnu nodrfieci the te inn tlie Shigemori l renct 
to achieved the embodiments of the present invention as defined in claims 3 and 10. 
Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

As discussed briefly above, the Vang reference generally teaches replacing 
backgrounds in an image. However, the Yang reference does not teach or suggest the use of 
i (. 1 t detection arc elai 1 u, the \ i nee d i 

teach ■>: suggest the use of a detection area to defect the outline of a figure within the 
detection area. Accordingly, the Yang reference iVo t t rial v t mil. 1 ' v - u >. m the 
teachings of the S - s . o en I even t t en >od tents 
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of the invention as defined n independent ebons 1 and 10 obvious. Hence, ii i Inn should 
be allowable. 

in addition, dependent claims 13 and 14 are being added to further define the 
( 2te ting su ) am ' 

then depends >p "v\ c dv. ' . mr. b \bu, n n oe! ^ tO t ,at dv -n,.p Shu t 
and Yang reference fail to teach or suggest the specifics of the detecting step, as well as the 
e> iti<> i i-l idhv. amis 

fn view of the above, the application is considered in good and proper form for 
allowance, and the Examiner is respectfully requested to pass this application its issue. If in 
the opinion of the Examiner, a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of the 
subject application, the examiner is mvited to call the undersigned. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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Oncac*©. Illinois 60606-1698 
(3121 569-1000 (telephone) 
(312) 569-3000 (facsimile) 
Customer No.: 08968 

Date: April 13.2007 



